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4 : Scenario's for the Brenner Corridor
Now we turn to the specification  of different policy scena-
rio's which can be formulated by varying politica1 weight
or priorities attached to each of the successive  criteria.
Each scenario represents thus a specific  politica1 position
or angle reflected in the fact that the criteria are weigh-
ted differently. We distinguish here the following six
scenario's:
(al : Indifferente; al1 criteria are given the same weight.
(b): Ecology  1; al1 eco-factors are assumed to be more
important than the other criteria.
(c): Ecology 11; here the eco-factors are split up into
two groups; the first group consists of the
components  directly infringing on people, while
the indirect eco-effects are assumed to be less
important.
(d): Ecology-tost mix; the same as (c), but the constructi-
on costs are here more important than the indi-
rect eco-criteria.
(e): Democracy; the weight factors are ranked according to
the hottest  current politica1 issues for the
Austrian population.
(f) : Network efficiency: the most important criterion is
the constuction costs, followed by the citeria
characterizing the network potential.
In Table 2 the ranking of the criteria for these six scena-
rio's is presented, based on background information gathe-
red by Freudensprung and Simons (1994).
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